
Harold, 

I forgot to tell you: don't send your letters to my office, but 

to my home: $10 Washington, Apt. 40$, Memphis, TN 3$105...My oractice 
non-existent except 

now is a hand full of clients, and legal work farmed 

out to me by other lawyers. I work at home except for a couple 
times per week, I go to my old office to check for mail. That is why 
1 •delayed in responding to your last two letters— the second of which 
is dated 3/26, 77 and which 1 did not get until today. . .4/5/77 
Many things have happened since my last letter: 

I V Prague' s > firing follovdg^^ing Gonzalez's almost incredible 
whining before the entire body of Congress and which certainly 
cannot enhance his pif^sent poor rating among fellow congressman 
• ••it struck me as a cry b^by approach. 

?) de Mohrenschildt T s death and Olthmans story 

^Washington Post's April 3 story pertaining to "Tales T 0 ld Twice" 
and a quotation from you concerning the sad affair of the Housed 
jpM^C ommittee 's bungling... 

ijJ&J^Golz's story in April 3, 1977, Dallas Morning Hews 

concerning statements made by Charles Harbison, Texas Highway 
Patrolman guarding Connally's room at Parkland Hospital, and 
Miss Aubrey N. Eell, supervisor of Parkland^ Operating 

Room. ^ 

Dallas Morning News story, April 2, 1977, reporting that three 
handwriting experts have confirmed that the handwriting 

in the note to H.L. Hunt was indeed that of Lee Harvev Oswald. 
Naturally, I am asking your res onses to all of these new 
developments. 

1 recall you and I had long conversations about Mohrenschildt. 

As I recall you rather liked him and saw nothing sinU^°^ n his brief, 
association with Oswald and ^arina. 
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Also ’ as 1 recall > you challenged the assumption that Mohrenschildt 
was CIA connected. The question that arises in my mind: why did he 
commit suicide? Especially when he learned a House assassination 

committee investigator was waiting to s ee him? I can't buy his daughter's 
' xpla nation that he was terrified of Oltmans. why should he be? As far 
as having a record of fowfa mental patient, how valid is that explanation 
for dismissing his possible involvement in a conspiracy? 




(There was no 

talk about his so-called mental instability back in 1 963-64? Possibly, 
he could have developed a guilt complex based on the fact he was involved 
in the conspiracy? The fact he went to such inordinate lengths to ~'' v 

depict Oswald as an unstable, deranged individual before the Warren 
Commission suggests he was protesting too much. Parts of his testimony 
indicated he liked Oswald because Oswald was "humble." *et, there was 
nothing specific he could give the Commission to conclusively prove that 
Oswald did fire the shot into the window of General Walker back in March 
1963. From reading Mohresnchildt *s actual testimony, Oswald made a face 
and remained silent when he asked him if he had filed the shot at Walker. 
And what was Jeanne Mohrenschildt doing when she was snooping around the 
Oswald's shack and found the rifle crammed into a closet? Why did the 
Mohr esnchildts take such con trol To ve^^^S^hoTd, etc, etc? 
as to questions you raised in your 3/26/77 letter: 

1. You wrote: "I have not mad®^ser%i% out of the threat against Him.." 
The word "threat" threw me. I suppose you mean the statement that 
the ABA was looking into role iK as u ay » s defense counsel. 

My answe J" : 1 did not save a carbon copy of my letter. I am not 

sure I know what you are actually asking me to do. You have 

convinced me that this was irresponsible nonsense and that my 
source was repea-, ing hearsay two and three times remoyed# 




I think Jim is a fine person and a brilliant attorney. The second 
fact is proved by his excellent appellate brief. As I state in 
my book, he raised all of the pertinent questions in that brief 
and I was appalled that the high court ignored all of them. 

Jim, however, does not escape critic ism in my book. I poinfrgtT out " 

Mffqt him, 

that I thought it was a mistake f oa^i*P»rather than Fensterwald 



conduct the oral arguments. It was a matter of judicial 

regarded by the late Justice Killer, and is especially 
respected by Justice Phill^DS. From my reports, all three of 

* ■v-K * . _ ‘ 

^esar, who 



the judges acted in a hostile ii i , ~ho^n -Jjfc seemed 

to unnecessarily argue with the judge* when they asked questions 
seemingly designed to elicit responses favorable to Ray's cause. 

It is a matter of common k/^wledge that most appellate,Jfudges do 
not read all of the briefs submitted to them. In 75 per cent of 
the cases, they are briefed by clerks and then rely on the oral 
arguments before rendering their final decision. They refer to 
the written^ briefs to answepor resolve any questions that 
may remain in their minds ^^^r hearing oral arguments. I was hoping 
that because at least two of the justices expressed interest in the 
lv ay case back in 1973-74> they would have read Resar's memorable 
brief before hearing arguments. From reading Haynes' brief, 

I am sure the justices did not make up their minds based on 

reasoning. If they did, then Justice Killer and Justice Phillips 



i Hsr 



did IPO degree turns in their legal reasoning of 1973. 

'' yir , a ^a £ r { ~*~^ ave been put through the same ordeal that 

Jim was^ except at a much lower level of the judiciary. 1 recentlv 

argued a ca se b efore _a ! ' le mphis judge. He is regarded as one of 

the more ^wwfiwipeeW^judges on the bench, but his mind was closed 
to even,'- point I raised. My arguments were based on long established 
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l6gal principles and case law. Th is .ju dge does not like me for 

>»r 

would like to think that his dislike 



several reasons^ 

of me alone would not have prompted Xo rule against me. 1 £fl^Mla»feel that 

he just did not like the result that would fallow if he followed my line 

of legal reasoning. It would have put him in an uncomfortable political 

nosition. Again, judicial politics, I believe, lay at the basis of his 

decision. I lost tne case. It was a civil case and 1 represented thw owner 

of a dog that was shot by two Memphis policemen, who were appar ntly drunk 

or high on drugs, rte could not prove either, but could only create by 

inference that conclusion based on the irrational acts they committed on 

the night in question. As witnesses on my side, we had the Memphis police 

chief and four policemen who testified MK the dead dog was an extremely 

gentle German Shepherd dog. The police chief fired both policemen— a rare 

precedent, but they were reinstated by the civil service commission where 

the city attorn an appointee by the Mayor who in turn is strongly 

supported by the police union^ made a feeble effort to present evidence 

that the officers acted in gross violation of police regulations, gross 

disregard of the civil rights of my clients (one a black attendant, the 

other a white service station owner) etc. Also, note, that the chairman 
of the commission was the appointee of the Mayor, etc. 

This particular judge just didn T t want “the police union to go 

out and campaign against him the way the union did against my friend, 

and legal a! Judge Churchill, who was defeated by 4C0 votes 

last year. He knew I was a friend of ChupchilL and that was reason enough 

for his personal dislike. His decision was^fpoliticsdlv expedient one. 

I believe the J ixth Circuit decision in the KavWas a no] iticallv 

expedient decision . I believe that Judge McRae's decis on was a politicallj 

expedient decision, and that immense local pressure was brought to 

u <*) 

bwr , although I can't cite one concrete clue to back^my opinion 

2 . Vrtiat was your impression of Baird? 

3. Cohen article $ t% 
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I was not surprised to hear about the Hagin-'-'ohen article which 

they attempted to and almost sold to the Tennessean. I believe Hagin 

led ^ohen down the primrose path on that one. 1 found out JQ»1 he also 

attempted tc/ sell that. thesi^ to Zodiac press, but good sense prevailed 

there, and Jonh-lcaiied me and asked me what 1 thought about 

Hagin. I said ne had a detailed knowledge of Tennesse politics, especially 

about what was happening in the legislature, Jf ] but no deep or profound 

knowledge of the Ray case. John told me that Hagin claimed that Ray had 

confessed to his attorney — implying the attorney was Livingston — and 

said that Stoner and Jerry were involved. I checked with Livingston and 

Livingston said: 1 )Ray never told him that. 2) H a gin had expressed 

that view on several occasion, based on conversations he had with several 

state officials in Nashville. Hagin also believed that Frank 

Holloman, whom we both discussed in aur last two letters, was a" 

knowing member of the conspiracy. ^ di4 not know he had almost succeWed 

in selling it to the ^erjifi^ean. I hope it was the good sense of 

^eigenthaler that stopped publication. For good reasons, °eigenthaler 

believes that the late L u ford LUington (governor of Tennesse when King 

was killed) and his public safety commissioner, Claude Armor l formerly 
Public jfafe ty 

Co-rmmissioner of Memphis) may have been involved in 

vwoul d have Ko °n -■ 

a conspiracy to kill King. Their motives^*®’ primarily political rather 

than racial, as both were conservative democrats who hated Henry Loeb, 

a political^^^ndependent , who was drawing conservatives out of the 

i-ennessee democratic Party. Armour had moj^e control over the Memphis 

Ntolloman 

police department n Nashville, than either Loeb in Memphis. 

Memphis police and firemen supported Sheriff Morris against Loeb in the 

1967 eledtion. It was hatred of Loeb by Memphis policemen and firemen 

that prompted Loeb’s decision to reconsider his decision to run for 
re=election for Mayor in 1971. Instead, Loeb stepped down. 



NOTE: Buford Ellington was a very close friend of Lyndon Johnson 
and served as head of the Small Business Administration 
x ] while waiting his turn to run for governor in 1966. Johnson 
\7n rr\ l flew to Nashville to visit Ellington after he was elected 
'WW V and that is when Johnson made his stupid, cruel and 
f ^ — politically inept speech "Nail the Coonskin to the wall..." 

Arrow* one of the last Powerful vestiges of the Boss Crump machine. 

Armour and Armour’s father were products of that machine. Ellington 

was a Crump candid te when he first ran for Governor back in the 1950s. 

/ft had always carried Memphis until the gubernatorial election of 1966, 

when blacks poured out and carried Shelby County for John °ay Hooker Jr. 

Although EHi n gton could not succeed himself in 1970, King’s assassination 

would have broken up the powerful coalition built up in Memphis 

by Hooker, who had already announced he was going to run again in 1970. 

This coalition involved labor-blue collar and blacks. Riots, martial law 

(which only the governor could declare) would splinter the coalition, 

evoke the George Wallace racist tendencies of Hooker's blue collar support, 

and alienate black political leaders from the atmmbc Bemocratic coalition. 

Ellington's motive, of course, would be to allow his ally, former G ov . 

Clement, to win the Bemocratic nomination in 1970. Clement and L llington 

had played a game of political leapfrog in occupying the governor's chair 

since 1952, as a governor in Tennessee cannot succeed himself ,^,but can 

ii fk /M 

come back four years after he has left office ancT»^pa*»r’again. 

As far your using the Fanion- Withers incident, It is in the public 
domain. I have used it in my book, and you are welcome to it. 

I do believe that Holloman was genuinely shattered by the assassina- 
tion as it was a reflection on his ability to maintain law and order. 

^pol itic al organization 
On the other hand, other members of the Loeb 

not have had such pure motives. As far as Holloman being an ex-FBI man, 
remember that he retired in 1964. This was shortly A^Cer the Project Zorro 
haj been launched. Holloman, who had not been assigned to Hoover's office 




for several years befor® ai®pt"may not have had any direct knowledge of 
the dirty tactics Hoover w£s using against Br. King. ^ 

When the King assassination occurred, he was in the vortex of sofr many 
conflicting currents, he may not have had sufficient information to make 
a wise decision as to security for B r . King. 
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realize that motive alone is not enough to prove conspiracy 
but until evidence of the details of the £****» conspiracy is bared, 

1 believe all possibil ties Should be explored. 

Ellington was a°hawk...as said at the top of Page 6. Johnson, 
at the heigth of his^ietnam War madness, flew to Nashville and made 
his "Nail the C 00 nskin to the wall" speech— evoking the bellicosity 
of native Tennesseans, who remember the heroics of Davy C roc kett, 
Andrew Jackson, etc, and their cruel and indiscriminate campaigns 
against the Cherokee tribes, whom they almost decimated. 

Jn late 1967, bobby Kennedy— despite his silence— loomed MSB* 




in the paranoid mind of Lyndon Johnson as the man who was out to steal 
the 196# Democratic nomination from him. ‘'obby Kennedy was a friend 
of John Jay Hooker and his family ( John 's older brother was a roommate 
of Bobby's at Harvard). John Jay Jfooker ran as a Kermednesque candidate 

in 1900 and had lt not been for fche crossover of som^£S)BBKriepublicans 
into the Democratic primary, he would had trounced Mlington. Ellington, 
fearing Hooker's election, made a deal with the Republicans and sold down 
the river his old ally, G ov . Element, who was a lame duck governor running 

for the democratic .~ni 111 . - nomination for U.S. Senator. If the 

Republicans agreed imam**"****-** not to run a candidate for governor 
and allow the epublicans to come into the democratic primary to vote 

for him, he would ttMMi surreptitiously support the GOP candidate 

for I!.-, senator (howard Baker) in the general election. The Democratic 
State Convention would occur# after the Democratic primary. At the convention 
^llington, as the Democratic nominee and certified as the nominee on the 
general election ballot, would become the nominal head of the State 
Democratic Party. When November came, Clement lost out to Eaker and later 



.expressed the belief that his old friend Ellington had not done all 
he could to help him. He was supposed to have summoned his old friend 
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Resident Johnson down to campaign for him, but Johnson di$n]t come, 
^llington tried to assure Element that because | ^ ^ 

stance, Johnson's appearance in Tennessee at that time would have hurt 
rather than helped -lenient. But note, ^llington didn't think ^resident 
Johnson was so unpopular t he ^fol lowing year, when he invited the President 
to Nashville to^^M^^Jp^eaa Ae’nnessean^^eterans on 
Veterans Day. That was when Johnson made the "Nail the coonskins to the 
wall speech." Blacks, already opposed to the Vietnam War, extremely 
resented the expression "coonskins" as containing racial connotations. 
"Coons," of course, is used by rednecks to describe blacks. 

If you are looking for a local nucleus for the conspiracy, 

1 don't think you could start with bett e* candidates than Armour or 
-"llington. Armour had made noises about returning to Memphis and 
running for mayor in 1971, if his protege, Bill Morris, did not run. 

Two things occurred. Armour's wife, who had refused to move to Nashville 
when Armour took ^llington's appointment, denounced him and jumped on 
Henry Loeb's bandwagon for Mayor. That's pr tty embarrassing when a 
wife of a politician comes out for her husband's political adversary. 
Second, Bill Morris decided to run a second time for Mayor. Both Armour 
and . [orr is had some_ strong support in the black community . After the 
tumult and chaos following the King assassination had died down, either 
Armour or Morris could step in the political picture in 1971 and p^ick^up 

gjne. And that is exactly the type of campaign Morris ran in 1971. n e 
came in third. 

Best regards, 



J</^ 



Wayne 



